In the article beginning on page 603 of the March 2015 issue, Dickert et al reported the results of interviews conducted with patients and surrogates of patients enrolled in a randomized trial for traumatic brain injury that was conducted under an exception from informed consent for emergency settings. Based on a previously unavailable data source, it appears that 11 of 85 participants (or the patient for whom the interviewee served as a surrogate) should not have been referred to the interview study because they had been enrolled in the primary trial with prospective consent. The authors have reanalyzed all data with these 11 patients excluded, and there are no significant changes to the results. The only finding that lost statistical significance was the relationship between participant sex and attitude toward personal inclusion in the primary trial under exception from informed consent (Table 3) . Now, 69% (previously 67%) of male respondents and 85% (previously 87%) of female respondents agreed that their inclusion under exception from consent was acceptable. The p value is now 0.1 (previously 0.025), due principally to the smaller sample size.
